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The exercise of lawful or authorized power by the courts is an exercise of judicial power regardless of the source or 
derivation of the power. 


The courts, as the judicial branch of government, | exercise judicial power,” and the lawful or authorized exercise of power 
by the courts is an exercise of judicial power, in the sense of the judicial power of the State.* The courts’ judicial power is 
the power to administer justice,’ adjudicate disputes,° or hear and determine cases’ on the merits,® or decide and pronounce 
judgment and carry it into effect regarding the parties before the court,” whether the source of that power is constitutional, 


statutory, 1? a matter of common law,'! or otherwise derived. 12 


Courts also have inherent and implied authority and power by virtue of their existence as courts. 19 


CUMULATIVE SUPPLEMENT 
Cases: 


Judicial action must be governed by standard, by rule, and must be principled, rational, and based upon reasoned distinctions 
found in the Constitution or laws. Rucho v. Common Cause, 139 S. Ct. 2484 (2019). 


If properly invoked, mandatory claim-processing rules must be enforced, but they may be waived or forfeited. Hamer v. 
Neighborhood Housing Services of Chicago, 138 S. Ct. 13 (2017). 
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Jurisdiction is the power to decide erroneously as well as correctly. Shepherd v. Shepherd, 383 P.3d 693 (Idaho 2016). 


Generally, a court's authority to act is limited to those actions authorized by constitution, statute, or common law. State v. 
Neuman, 631 S.W.3d 866 (Tex. App. San Antonio 2021). 
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